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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-14, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Holshausen (5,824,957). 

In regards to claim 1, 

Cable-routing device comprising links that are open at the ends (Fig. 15-16 item 
80), joined together in pivoting fashion and can be angled relative to each other 
in at least two directions, said links being arranged one behind the other in the 
longitudinal direction of the cable-routing device (Fig. 18) and forming at least 
one guide channel (96 and 98) by means of guide elements (82) located radially 
outwards, where tensile force-absorbing pivoting joints are located between links 
joined together in pivoting fashion within the cable-routing device and the links 
each display corresponding joint elements (ball and socket joints), characterized 
in that at least one pivoting joint is designed in such a way that, in order to form 
and/or disconnect the pivoting joint, the respective links and/or joint elements to 
be joined to one another and/or disconnected from one another can be joined 
and/or separated in a direction that differs from the longitudinal axis of the cable- 
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routing device (one of ordinary skill in the art is able to see that the joints are 
capable of being connected or disconnected in a direction that differs from the 
longitudinal axis; one can force the connection at an angle greater than zero 
degrees or one could disconnect at an angle greater than zero degrees). 

In regards to claim 2, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1, characterized in that the joint 
elements of links joined together in pivoting fashion can be designed as a joint 
body, particularly a joint ball (92), and a joint body receptacle, particularly a ball 
socket (88). 

In regards to claim 4, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 2, characterized in that the joint axes of 
one or both joint elements are transverse to the longitudinal axis of the cable- 
routing device (fig 18). 

In regards to claim 5, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1 , characterized in that the joint 
elements are each supported by a support and the supports of the two joint 
elements of a link are offset relative to each other in a direction perpendicular to 
the longitudinal axis of the cable-routing device (seen in below figure). 
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Fig 1 : Altered version of Holsliausen '957 - Fig. 18 



In regards to claim 6, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1 , characterized in that the pivoting joint 
is a snap-in connection (claim 2). 

In regards to claim 7, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 2, characterized in that at least one 
recess is provided adjacent to a receiving opening for the joint body in the joint 
body receptacle, extending in its longitudinal direction at least partially around the 
circumference of the receptacle (112). 
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In regards to claim 8, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1, characterized in that links are 
provided that are provided with at least one brace (94), extending transverse to 
the longitudinal direction of the cable-routing device and possibly bearing a guide 
element, and in that the brace displays at least one opening (seen in below 
figure) extending in the longitudinal direction of the cable-routing device, which 
can optionally serve to accommodate a line or other device within the cable- 
routing device. 
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Fig 2: Altered version of Holshausen '957 - Fig. 18 



In regards to claim 9, 



Cable-routing device according to Claim 8, characterized in that the brace is 



designed as a base (Fig 16). 
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In regards to claim 10, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1, characterized in that the links each 
display only one guide element, which extends at least around almost the entire 
circumference of the cable-routing device (82). 

In regards to claim 1 1 , 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 2, characterized in that the joint body 
receptacle is provided with an opening (112), into which a tool for disassembling 
the joint body can be inserted. 

In regards to claim 12, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1 1 , characterized In that the opening 
displays a shoulder (seen in below figure), a distance away from the Inside of the 
joint body receptacle, against which a tool can be positioned in the manner of a 
lever. 
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F/G. 16 

Fig 3: Altered version of Holsliausen '957 - Fig. 16 

In regards to claim 13, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1, characterized in that links are of one- 
piece design (element 80 is of unitary design - column 6 - line 42). 

In regards to claim 14, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1, characterized in that the links form a 
tubular section that is closed around the entire circumference (Fig 15-17), apart 
from at least one slit-type opening extending over the entire length of the link 
(100), where appropriate. 
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In regards to claim 16, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1 , characterized in that at least one, or 
all, of the pivoting joints can be disconnected independently of other pivoting 
joints, completely disconnecting the cable-routing device(allow for additional 
elements to be inserted into the chain at any point - column 7 lines 2-3). 
One of ordinary skill in the art knows that if links are capable of being added to 
any point in the chain then links are also capable of being disconnected at any 
point in the chain. 

In regards to claim 17, 

Cable-routing device according to Claim 1 , characterized in that at least one 
guide element of a link displays at least one, preferably closable, opening (100) 
or predetermined breaking point for radially Inward insertion of a tool into the 
cable-routing device for disconnecting at least one pivoting joint of the link. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable Holshausen 



'957 in view of Lockwood (6,042,155). 
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The references as applied above teach all the limitations except for the links 
display a rotationally symmetrical envelope and end areas, overlapping in the 
longitudinal direction of the cable-routing device, that are designed as spherical 
cap-like sections. 

Lockwood (6,042,155) teaches links displaying a rotationally symmetrical 
envelope and end areas, overlapping in the longitudinal direction of the cable- 
routing device that are designed as spherical cap-like sections (Fig. 1-2). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teachings of Lockwood '155 with the teachings of 
Holshausen '957 to form a continuous conduit (containment device) for carrying 
wires as taught by Lockwood '155 (column 2 - line 13). 

5. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Holshausen '957 in view of Kovacs (4,771 ,500). 

The reference as applied above teaches all the limitations of claim 18 except the 
links not being separable along the longitudinal axis. 

Kovacs '500 teaches a number of links that are not separable along the 
longitudinal axis (figs. 7-8; column 2 - lines 13-17). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the references to prevent the links of Holshausen '957 from 
inadvertently being separated from one another when the cable routing device is 
moved. 

Response to Arguments 

In regards to claim 1, 

The arguments made by applicant in regards to the rejection made in the 
October 02, 2007 Office Action are found to be unpersuasive by the examiner. 
Applicant argues that Holshausen '957 "does not appear to teach or suggest that 
the angle of connection /disconnection be any angle other than 0°, that is, in-line 
with the longitudinal axis of the connectors," however one of ordinary skill in the 
art is able to see that the joints are capable of being connected or disconnected 
in a direction that differs from the longitudinal axis; one can force the connection 
at an angle greater than zero degrees or one could disconnect at an angle 
greater than zero degrees. 

In regards to claims 2, 4-14, and 16-17, 

The arguments made by applicant in regards to the rejection made in the 
October 02, 2007 Office Action are found to be unpersuasive by the examiner. 
Applicant argues allowability solely on the claims dependency form amended 
claim 1 which stands rejected. 
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In regards to claim 15, 

The arguments made by applicant in regards to the rejection made in the 
October 02, 2007 Office Action are found to be unpersuasive by the examiner. 
Applicant argues that it is the "joints" of Lockwood '155 that overlap to 
interconnect, and not the "links". However, the "joints" of Lockwood '155 form 
ends of the links and therefore the links overlap and therefore the combination 
made would have links with overlapping end portions. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 3 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, liowever, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Communication 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAVID M. SINCLAIR whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-5068. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs 6:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, CHARLES D. GARBER can be reached on (571) 272-2194. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/D. M. S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 4125 
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/Charles D. Garber/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4125 



